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Because so many letters are apparently lost and because only two hundred survive, the appearance of six new letters is a cause of interest. These new letters do not radically alter any aspect of the profile of Hill-the-man, either as man-of-letters or man-of-science, nor do they shed much light on his personal or domestic situation,5 but once and for ever they resolve doubts about the notorious quarrel with Garrick, so prominently discussed in the theatre season of 1758-59, and they demonstrate, once again, Hill's unusual method of reaching out for public posts and sometimes obtaining them. Four of the letters are written to Northumberland, the other two to Garrick. The ones to the former demonstrate an ease and familiarity between the men that is difficult to understand at this distance in time and as a consequence of the disappearance of other similar letters from Hill to his patrons. It is also difficult because no letters survive from Northumberland to Hill (can there have been none?). The modern student repeatedly asks himself why Northumberland evidently continued to be interested in Hill. Northumberland was, of course, a patron of the arts and sciences, and he must have been gratified by Hill's dedication of books to him. He was also related to Lord Bute, Hill's most enduring patron (Northumberland and Bute became in-laws when their children married). But not even the ambitious, outrageous Hill would have continued to solicit favours from this influential aristocrat had favours not occasionally been granted.6 Seven letters to Northumberland were extant before the discovery of these four. The existence now of eleven letters from Hill to Northumberland makes it possible to reconstruct a picture of the relation of patron and recipient that probably bears a strong resemblance to historical truth.
The relation of Hill and Garrick is altogether different. Much is already known about their friendships and quarrels, their loves and hates (as early as 1742, Hill was wooing Margaret Woffington, the beautiful young actress who was then a mistress of Garrick's), owing to the efforts of several meticulous Garrick biographers in this century,7 as well as to a superb three-volume edition of Garrick's letters." Even so, the entanglement in 1758-59 over a charity production of Hill's burletta The rout has remained something of a puzzle to historians of the theatre as well as more general students of the period. The outline of events is simple enough: in typical aggressive fashion, Hill approached Garrick about production, flattered his ego, cultivated his accepted generosity, and somehow persuaded him to produce and then to act the lead role in The rout in benefit performances for infirm paupers at the Lying-In Hospital in I E.g., his family relations, private habits and customs, philosophic and metaphysical beliefs, religion, etc., but they do shed light on his health and financial circumstances towards the end of his life. Six new Hill letters Lambeth on the south side of the Thames; arrangements were completed and all details seem to have been sorted out until Hill's ulterior motive -financial gain for himself -was revealed, upon which Garrick suddenly broke off communication and refused to continue.9 But the psychological factors and motives involved have been uncertain. Garrick's correspondence with Hill suddenly breaks off in the midst of negotiations, and the extant letters between the two men are additionally problematic because they are all undated.10 But now, with the new letters, the matter can be resolved: Hill may have wanted to "break into the sock" but his ulterior motive was personal financial gain. As soon as Garrick realized this obviously appalling reason, he denounced Hill and backed away, never again wishing to have anything to do with him. Hill's future biographers must ask why Hill was so insanely guided by financial concern in all these transactions. That is a question that cannot be addressed here. But there is no doubt that the two new letters add to the biographies of both Hill and Garrick -to the ambition of the one and the generosity of the other -even if they strengthen an already clear image of each figure.
All with the rest of the Perceval Bequest."5 The letters were unknown to me while I was compiling my edition of The letters and papers of Sir John Hill (1982) . Owing to the generosity of the current Keeper of Manuscripts at the Fitzwilliam, Dr Paul Woudhuysen, and to the kindness of his staff, I am able to print them for the first time. They are published by permission of the Syndics of the Fitzwilliam Museum.
LETTER I
Arlington Street, 9 June 1767
To the Duke of Northumberland" My Lord I heard with great Sorrow, at my Lord Butes"' yesterday, that your Grace was very ill of the Gout. I hope it is better; and heartily wish your Grace woud be pleasd to be as well as I am, which certainly woud be, by the use of the same means. My Lord Bute was pleasd to shew me the very white Soap of wax;l" in the making of which your grace had succeeded so very far beyond Mr. Fordyes" whom my Lord Bute emplyd to make some. Lord Bute is curious to know what colours can be usd with it; I fear none that have had anything acid in their preparation. but I am proposing to by several kinds; and by Leave to ask your Grace for a small piece of it for that purpose. I can assure your Grace there is nothing the Society desires so much as that you shoud be president: and that no opposition whatever woud be made to it. I am also certain that Lord Charles Cavendish25 woud not, if they desird it, be their President; for his own particular Reasons. I also know that, in a political Light, the Matter is worth your Grace's thought; for the President naturaly has a great and fair Influence with the numerous important Members. As to the Duty, your Grace woud have four Vice presidents of your own appointing; and that for the Season of their Meetings if your Grace were there one Evening in three or four it woud be sufficient. Tis for the better Part of the Societys Sake I wish your Grace at their head;26 for some of them 23 No date appears on the manuscript. Although written five years before the previous letter, it is printed here in succession to reflect the order of the Perceval Manuscripts. Included as part of this manuscript known as "Perceval K 29" are two printed but undated broadsides, one entitled "Medicines sold by H. Turpin, Bookseller and Stationer, at the Golden Key, St. John's Street, near Hicks's Hall, West-Smithfield, Lond," which lists all sorts of books and paper supplies as well as twelve of Hill's medicines ("balsam of honey at 3s, per bottle, essence of water dock at 3s, elixir of bardana at 3s, tincture of centaury at 3s, tincture of sage at 3s, tincture of valerian 2s 6d, tincture of spleenwort 3s, tincture of agrimony 3s, volatile Spirit of Feverfew 3s, per bottle, Carline tincture 3s, Essence of Restharrow 3s, Veronica or speedwell Drops 3s") -and the other, a four-page (quarto) printed pamphlet, untitled and undated but paginated, describing a "lately printed household book of an old earl of that [Northumberland] family" concerning the finances of estate-planning and keeping servants at the duke's various seats, with particular references to pages in a "printed book". The pamphlet cannot have been written by Hill, since the document is critical of "the whole expence of the [present] earl's family" which is "managed with an exactness that is very rigid, and seems even somewhat niggardly" (p. 1). Criticism of Northumberland, the one man who may have become his primary patron when Bute abandoned him and left Britain for the Continent, was the furthest thing from Hill's intentions in October 1768.
24Sir Thomas Robinson (1700?-1777), the wealthy aristocrat and spendthrift who financially ruined himself, migrated to Barbados, later returned to London and ruined himself a second time. Hill had certainly heard about him and possibly even met him in the early 1740s while he (Hill) was in the employ of the Duke of Richmond and a resident of Goodwood House in Sussex; see Rousseau, Hill letters, , where Robinson's relation to the intellectual and theatrical circle at Goodwood is discussed. No doubt Hill and Robinson continued to be in touch after the latter returned to England early in 1747. Once back on native soil, Robinson acquired the largest number of private shares in Ranelagh Gardens, the place of amusement much frequented by Hill, and became a leading dilettante and person of high fashion. 21 Third son of the second Duke of Devonshire by Lady Anne Grey, and father of the distinguished natural philosopher Henry Cavendish. Charles, FRS, a patron of science and former member of the Council of the Royal Society, was not a candidate for the presidency. The President, Lord Morton, had died on 12 October and Sir James Barrow was elected on 27 October to act in his place until the anniversary of the Society on 28 November. Hill's letter was therefore probably written some time between 12-27 October. On 28 November, the Fellows elected James West, an antiquary who had been Treasurer since 1736. Northumberland was considered but was unsuccessful. 26 Hill may have believed what he wrote here but ultimately his wish was for his own preferment. His relation to the Royal Society had been problematic from the mid-1740s, when its Fellows first courted him and then refused in 1750 to elect him a Fellow. In retaliation, Hill published one attack after another: Lucina sine concubitu. A letter humbly address'd to the Royal Society (1750); A dissertation on Royal Societies (1750); A review of the works of the Royal Society (1751); and the "Inspector" columns of the Daily Advertiser (1751-52), which abound with comments about the Society. Yet Hill's attitude was not merely destructive: his mind was permeated with constructive suggestions and he continued to wish good for the Royal Society throughout his lifetime. It was a complex attitude of love and hate that makes it all the more difficult to evaluate letters such as these to his patrons.
Six new Hill letters have no right to any good wishes from me: but many desire the honour"2 and I should be very happy to see them obtain it.
I have the honour to be My Lord Your Graces most humble and most obedient Servant Address: none Source: The Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge University, Perceval MSS K 29.
LETTER 4
St. James's Street 21 Dec. 176828 To the Duke of Northumberland My Lord Duke Mr Worsley2" has been so obliging to promise me to set right my Distress at Bayswater;30 by enlarging the Passages in the King's Garden at Kensington, which is indeed as needful for his Majesty's Service as my Security; because the Canal is now choaked up in the garden." but Mr Worsley tells me it is necessary there shoud be an order from the Treasury, which I am to obtain by Petition. I am also told that, little good is to be expected from that Application, unless I previously apply to the Duke of Grafton;"2 acquainting his Grace with the nature of the Case; and requesting his Protection. I have not the honour to be known to the Duke of Grafton. I therefore presume to request of your Grace the honour of introducing me to him, at his Leave, or by a Letter that I may take to him, or any other way, which your Grace (who know these things as perfectly as I am perfectly ignorant of them) may think best. 27 It is difficult to ascertain whether Hill designates any particular Fellow by this remark. He certainly remained on amicable terms with some of the Fellows, especially naturalists and botanists, and it may be that at least some of them encouraged Hill to remain informally associated with the Society. By "honour", Hill denotes his own good wishes rather than those of Northumberland who would further bestow greatness on the Society by accepting the presidency. This concluding sentence epitomizes Hill's complex attitude outlined in note 26.
2 The date given in the Fitzwilliam Catalogue as merely October is incorrect, as careful scrutiny of the handwriting reveals. The letter says December.
29 Robert Worsley, a Clerk of the Works at Kensington Palace. 30 Hill's financial situation continued to deteriorate after 1759, when he began serious work on The vegetable system and bought property and a house in Bayswater (see Rousseau, Hill letters, xxx-xxxi) . By 1767, his situation had worsened considerably as a result of fewer annual publications and compilations, and he cast about to find employment that would ameliorate the financial situation. His six children were growing up, his wife's fortune gone, and he had many mouths to feed. Even the sale of herbs at Bayswater was less profitable than he had anticipated. 31 The Serpentine, east of the Palace, had overflowed through heavy rain into the walkways of the King's Garden. Hill Give me Leave to thank you for a great Civility. I am very sensible of it; and very much obligd. As to the Line in the Burletta:3" I am quite of your opinion that there is nothing disrespectfull in it; and that, as to the Sale of the Medicines,36 it woud tend to increase, rather than diminish it, but there are quite other Considerations in the way. I have no desire they shoud be spoken of at all, otherwise than in the immediate way of their disposal. I publish those things, because I must provide for my Children;"7 but the whole matter is very far from being agreeable to me. You can easily put a line in 33 Part truth, part deception. Hill had actually amassed little money, being unable to save and always living in high style. When he died in 1775, he left his wife and children less than one would expect from this remark; see Rousseau, Hill letters, , for the actual figures.
34 The letter is undated except for "Saturday" but its internal contents permit it to be dated with reasonable accuracy. It was certainly composed after item 92 in Rousseau, Hill letters, which it possibly answers, and before The rout was performed in mid-December for the Christmas benefit at the Lying-In Hospital in York Road, Lambeth. " I.e., the farce Hill wrote and called The rout. This letter cannot be attributed to the year 1754 when Hill had composed another burletta, The maiden whim; or the critical minute, a farce, because this letter was written from "Bayswater" into which property Hill did not actually move until late 1758. The conflict over The rout is more complicated than is suggested by this letter when removed from its context or by the group of related letters in Rousseau, 95, [99] [100] . Some time in the autumn of 1758, Hill wrote to Garrick stating that he had written a farce that he would like to have acted during the 1758-59 season. Garrick replied politely and asked to see the text. Further correspondence ensued and the two men, who had known each other for a long time, may even have met. By late November, a date was set for several performances but somehow Hill revealed that he hoped to raise cash for himself and his family. Garrick then changed his mind. But this letter was composed before Garrick vacillated and while the two men were still contemplating performance. The reference here to "the Sale of Medicines" is to a line Hill hoped to alter but which remains in the printed version.
3' Hill had suggested to Garrick that his herbal preparations should be available for sale at the Christmas benefit. Garrick pointed out (in a letter that does not survive) that such practice was unusual and, moreover, inappropriate. Hill argued, in person or by letter, that the availability of these medicines would increase profit for the hospital. In the margins accompanying these lines Garrick has written in his own hand, "a remuneration". This lends further weight to the theory that Hill's private motive of gain changed Garrick's mind about producing the burletta. 37 Hill's repeated excuse to legitimize his profit-seeking motives. By "publish those things" Hill meant that he manufactured medicines and advertised them.
